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October 11. 2003 

Conlmissioner Michael J Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
4 4 5  12th Street. NW 
TiJashington. D C 20554 

Dear Michael Copps. 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights. and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 
A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted In 
manufacturers' ahility to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studlos to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want. and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time 

Sincerely 



~ 
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October 22, 2003 

tommlssloner Mlchael J Capps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Waohlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps 

I am wrklng to volce my opposttlon to any Ftt-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgttel klevlslon As a 
consumer and cklren, I feel strongly that Such a pollcy would be bad for Innwrtlon. consumer rlghts and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of D W  

A robust, competltke market ror consumer electronics must be rooted In manutacturers' abllty to lnnwate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto feature¶ o? DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't nemuarlly Meet what consumers Ilke me 
actually went. and n could rerult In me belng charged more money for lnlerlor functlonalw 

If the FCC lsaues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be 180s llkely to maw an Investment In DTV-capable recelvem 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more tor devlces that llmn my rlghts at the behest a( Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgkl televlslon Thank you ?or your tlme 

Slncerely. 

Taylor House 
3345 E Menadota Dr 
Phaenlx, AZ a5060 
USA 
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October 28; 2003 

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 lZthStreet,NW 
We.sh@on, D C 20554 

Dear Michael Copps 

1 m writulg to voice my oppoliti~n to m y  FCC-mandated ndopticn of "brnndcnat ha" tcchnalogy for digital televininn ~l n consumer 
nnd citizen, I feel stroqJy that m h  n pohy would be bnd for innovatin& CWUUWIR r@m. and the ultimata adoption of DTV 

.4 robust, competitive market for co~uumer dectronicn mwt ba rooted in m m h ,  ability to innovate for thrir cwtmms AU0-g 
movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment wiU ennble the mdios to tell technologirts what new productn they can 
create Thin  will reiult in producu thnt don? neccsondy reflect whnt c o m m  liLc me nctunuy want, and it could remlt in me b e q  
charged more money for inferior f u n c t i d t y  

If the FCC issuen a brondcnnt k l q  mandate. I would nchlnUy be less Uely to mnke an hveltment h DTV-capable receivers and other 
equipment I will not pny more fnr devices thnt h i t  my righu nt the behelt of Hdywood Please do not mandate brondcan flng 
technology for digital telcvilion M you fnr your time 

Smcerely, 

Lyle Bergman 
9906 Hmlet Ct S 
Cottage Cirave, MN 55016 
USA 
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October I I, 2003 

Commlssloner MIChael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposRlan to any FCGmandated adoptlon ol "broadcast ?lag" technology for dlgksl televlslon As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel nrongly thmt such B pollcy would be bad for Innmtlen. consumer rlghts nnd the ultlmate 
adoptlon of D N  

A robust. competltlve market for consumer electronic!, mud be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate tor thelr 
customen Allowlng movk studlos to veto features of DN-reception equlpment wlll enable the dudlos to tell technologists 
what new products they can create Thls wlll reiult In produdr that don't necersarlly refled what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me bclng Charged more money lor Inlerlor functlonallty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more tor devlcea that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcas? flag technolooy for dlglhl televlslon Thank you lor your tlme 

Slncerely. 

James Mlchalskl 
4 Brae Burn Court 
Salnt Charles, MO 63303 
USA 
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Commissioner Michael J Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
415 12th Street NW 
Washington. D C 2 0 5 5 4  

Dear Michael Copps. 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights. and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 

i, robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time 

Sincerely. 

Marc Bel tmann 
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October 1 1 ,  2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsolon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton. D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps 

I am wrltlng to  volce my opposttlon to any FCCrnandnted ndoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology tor dlgllal televlslon As a 
consumer and cklzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innontlon, consumer rlghts and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of D N  

A rObUS1, competltke market for consumer electronks must be rooted In rnanuhcturen' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers Al lwlng movle studlos to veto teaturer ot DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologists 
what new product9 they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't neceasarlly reflect what consumers Ilke me 
actually want, and tl could result In me belng charged more money for Interlor functlonaltQ 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more tor devkw that llmlt my rlQhts at the behest o? Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcas flag technology for dlglta televlslon Thnnk you for your t h e  

Slncerely. 

tol ln Koffel 
227 Prlnceton Ave 
Madlson. WI 53726 
USA 
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October 28,2003 

Comrnisnioner Michael J Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
44.5 12th sue t \  NW 
Washmgton, D C 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I m writing to voice my oppooition to  any PCC-mudated ndopticm of"brondcnst tbg technnlnw for djgitpl relevidon AB P c o m e r  
and citizen. I feel strongly that mch a policy would be b d  forinncvntiq c o m e r  n&b. nnd the ultimate adoption 

A robust, competitive market for conuumm dectmmics mud be rooted in manufnaturen' ability to innovate for their cuntomm AUauing 
m o w  studios to veto featurea of DTV-reception equipncnt w!Jl a b l e  tht rmdiDi to tell technolo@ whnt new products they can 
create T h s  will rtrult in producu thnt don't nectnnnrily rcfltct whnt crwumcn U e  me nchlPUy want, and it could result in me b e q  
charged more money for inferior functiDMLiQ 

If the FCC issues a broadcant Uq mandate. I would nctunUy be less Uely to maLe nn investment in DlV-capable receivers and other 
equipment I will not pay more for devices thnt Limit my *tn nt the behest ofHollywood Please do not mandate broadcart Uq 
technology for 4igite.I television lktk you for your time 

Sincerely, 

Brentm Hudson 
231: E Market St 
Uew Albany, IN 47150 
USA 
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October 28, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

1 am wrltlng ta volce my opposklon ta any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for d l g k l  televlslon As a 
consumer and cblren, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bed fer Innovltlon. consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of D N  

A robust, compettke market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' abllky to Innovate tor thelr 
customen Allnwlng movle studlos ta veta features et DW-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new produds they can create Thli wlll result In products that don't necersarlly rd lea  what consumers like me 
actually want, and If could reiult In me belng charged more money for lnkrlor funalonaltty 

I? the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to make an Investment In DW-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlcea that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology lor d lgh l  televlslon Thank you tor your tlme 

Sincerely. 

Leit Wlckland 
382 E Rlver Rock 
Belgrade, MT59714 
USA 
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October 12, 2003 

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
4 4 5  12th Street. MW 
Washington. D C 2 0 5 5 4  

Dear Michael Copps. 

I ani,,writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
f l a g  technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights. and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
sanufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studlos to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want. and i t  could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you f o r  your time 

51 ncerel y 

George Gilsinan 
3 5 3 4  Oak Knoll Dr 
Redwood City CA 9 4 0 6 2  
U S A  
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October 22,2003 

Commiosioner Michael J Coppi 
Federal Comrnmdcations Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Wnohuigton, D C 20554 

Deaf Michael Copps, 

I mi w i + i q  to voice my opposition to any Fcc-mandated adoption of '"brandcut npe" technology for digital tclendon m n consumer 
and citize% I feel ntmngly thnt such n policy would be bad far hovnt inq  c M N m a  right#, d tha ultimate ndoptim of DTv 

4 rubust, competitive market for c o m e r  electrrmica muai be rooted in manufmcturm' nbiliy to innovate for thdr curtumm ~ U o u i n p  
rnovle studioo to veto festwer of DTV-reception equipment will enable the mtdios to tell technologirts what new pmducte they can 
mente Trup will result m productr hat dear necellnrily nflsct whnt c m m  like me undy want, pnd it could rerult in me bemg 
charged more money for i n f b r  htionnlity 

If the FCC LSU~P n tuoadcnd f!q mandata, I would pohlally be hsr liLely to make M m v e h e n t  in !nV.cnpnble recciveri and other 
equipment I will not pay more for devices that h i t  my rightn nt the behert of HoUywood Please dc not rnandnte broadcart flag 
technology fur W t a l  television ilmnk you for your time 

Sincere$ 

William Auison 
I03 Hickory St 
Psos Chnmbn. MS 39571 
CS.4 
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October 22, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Cornrnlsslon 

Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear MIchaeI Copps 

445 12th Street, NW 

1 am wrHlng to volce my oppo?lltlon to any FCGmandated adoptlon of "bromdclst flag" technology for dlgltal television AS a 
consumer and cklzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be b i d  for Innomtlon, consumer rlghts and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV 

A robust, cOmpetnk/e market tor consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manutacluren' abllny M Innovate for thelr 
customen Allowlng movle studlos M w M  features 07 DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologists 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products thnt don't neceianrlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and ~t could result In me belng charged mom money (or ln7erlorfunctlonatny 

That the MPAA Is urglng thh FCC end-run around consumer Choke reveals Ps shortlllghtedneos and lnsolarthlnklng 
when It comes to new technology Lera n d  replay the drama of Sony v Unhrensl City Studlos (the Betamax rullng) Votlng 
to adopt tne broadcast vlag can only meen tnat the FCC has torgotten or abandoned me meanlng of copyrlght fair use 

I thought you were agalnst regulation, Mr Powell Don't be hypocrnicail 

If the FCC Issues a broadcasl?lag mandate, I would actually be less Ilkely M make an Investment In DTV-capable recekers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmn my rlghts at the behest nt Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for digital televlslon Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerely 

Matthew Trunnell 
8001 East 11th Ave 
Apt 4301 
Denver, CO 80220 
USA 
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October 28, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445  12th street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrltlng to  volce my opposnlon to any FCGmandated adOptlOn of "broadcast flag" technology for dbital televlslon As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovetlnn. consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoprlon of DTV 

A robust c0mpetRt.e market for consumer electronlca muat be rooted In manukcturen' ablllty ta Innawe Tar thelr 
cunomers Allowlng mevle studlos to veto teatures d DTV-receptlon equlprnent wlll enable the studlos to tell technologists 
what new products they can create Thls wlll IOSUI~ In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers IIke me 
actually want, and k could result In me belng charged more money for lnferlor functlonalky 

IT rhe FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DlV-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more b r  devlces that llmk my rlghta at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgital televlslon Thank you b r  your tlrne 

Slncerely 

Graham Walker 
209 Swaln Way 
Palo Alto, CA 94304 
USA 
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October 2 2 .  2003 

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
4.45 12th Street. NW 
Washington. D C 2 0 5 5 4  

Dear Michael Copps. 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. cunsumer rights. and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want. and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay 
iliare for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time 

Sincerely. 

Carter St Clair 
1716 Banyan Creek Court 
Boynton Beach. FL 33436 
USA 

This will result in products 



Ocrober 11,2003 

Cornmissioner Michael J Coppi 
Federal Communications Commidon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Waslungton, D C 20554 

Dew Miohael Copps, 

I m i  Wriung 10 voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of " h a d c a d  ihg" tcchnclogy for digital television Al n coniwier 
wid citizen, I feel mongly that mch n policy would be bad for innovation. consumer Wts. and the d h a t e  adoption of D N  

A robust, competitive market for c ~ w m 5  alectrdcm mwi ba rooted in manufachum' ability to brats for their cwtomen f l o w i n g  
movie mudim to veto feature8 of MV-receptirm qUipmnt vlll enable the rtudios to tsll tachmlo&tn what new pmducu they can 
create i%e will reiult in producm that d m 7  neceswily reflect what cMuwnm like me mtupuy want and it could r e d t  in me being 
charged more money for infarior functiodty 

If the FCC iesuei n broadcant tlng mnndnte, I would actually ba leis Uely to make an inveihnent in DN-capable receiven and other 
equipment 1 will not pay more for d&es thpt h i t  my d&t@ nt the beheet of Hdyarood Please do not mandnte broadcart flag 
t&i tdO@'  for d@d tdGviriM Thnnlr YOU forYOUr 

Smcerely, 

Iohi Trapssso 
6 Salem Dr 
Greensburg, PA 15601 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

Cornmissloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 32th Street. NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Coppo, 

I am wrtlng to volce my opposklon to any FCt-mandated sdoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon As a 
consumer and cWlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV 

A robuot, cornpetnhre market for consumer eiectronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' abliny to innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlor to veto features e( DN-reception equlpmenl wlll enable the studios to tell technologlots 
what new product3 they can create Thls wlll mrult In prnduch that don't neceasarlly reflect what consumen like me 
actually want, and n could reault In me belng charged morn money tor Inferlor functlonaiity 

if the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I muld ichrally be less llkely to make an Investment in DN-capable recehrefs 
and other equlprnent I wlll not pay more 701 devices that llmR my rlghta at the behest ol Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for digkal televlslon Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerely, 

Matthew Jones 
425 James Ave 
Manslleld, OH 44907 
USA 
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October 11, 2003 

comrnlsslaner Michael J Copps 
Federal Cammunlcatlons Commlaslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton. D c 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposklon to any FCt-mandated adoptlon of "broedcast flag" technology for dlQRal televlslon As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad far Innovstlon, consumer rlghts. and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of D N  

A robust, competltlve maruet for consumer electronlcr must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng rnovle studlos to veto katures d DN-receptlen equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technolaglsts 
what new products they can create Thlr wlll result In products that don't neccrsarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for lnferlorfunctlonallry 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be laas Ilbly to make an Investment In DN-capable recelven 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for dwlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest d Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlghl talevldon Thank you for your t h e  

sincerely, 

Davld Trest 
PO Box 1812 
Edmond, OK 73083 
USA 
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October 12, 2003 

Cornmlssloner Mlchael J copps 
Federal tommunlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael copps, 

1 am wrltlng to volce my apposttlon to any Ftt-mandated adeptlon Ot”br0adcast tlag” technology for d lgh l  televlslon As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I tee1 strongly that such a pellcy would be bad tor Innontien. consumer rights, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon at D N  

A robu9t. competlwe market tor consumer electmnlcs must be rooted In manuhcturersl ablltty to Innovate for thelr 
customera Allowlng mwle studlos to veto feature9 nt DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlDFl 
what new products they can create Thlr wlll result In producb that don’t necersarlly retlect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged mere money tor lnferlorlunctlonsllty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast t lq  mandate, I would actually be less IlKely to maKe an Investment In DlVcapable recekers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more tor devlces that llmk my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon Thank you tor your t h e  

Slncerely 

BenJamln Gllbert 
5712 Phllllps Ave 
Apt 81 
Pithburgh, PA 15217 
USA 



~ 

Page 1 of 1 G 38 19 PM, 10/28/03 5413023099 

October 28, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Cornmunlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps 

I am wrtlng to volce my opposblon to any FtGmandated adoptlon of "brosdcsst flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I tee1 strongly that such a pollcy m u l d  be bad for Innovatlan, consumer rlghts and the ultlmate 
adoptlon ot O N  

A roburn, cornpetlttve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manutacturers' ablllty to Innovate tor thelr 
customer) Allowlng movle studlor to veto fcatures a( ON-recaptlon equlpmentwlll enable the i ud los  to tell technologlm 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't neceriarlly retlect what consumer) llke me 
actually want. and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functlonallty 

It the FCC Issues a broadcast flag rnondata, I m u l d  actually be leas llkely to mike an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more lor devlcea that llmk my rlghta at the behest oi Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast ?lag technology lot dlghl talevlabn Thank you b r  your llrne 

sincerely, 

Mark Grlggs 
271 Glllesple Or 
Hull, GA 30646 
USA 
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October 28, 2003 

tomm~ssloner Mlchael J topps 
Federa Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 i21h Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrhlng to volce my opposttlan to any FtCmandeted adoptlon of "broadcast llag" technology for digitel televlslon AS a 
consumer and d l ren ,  I feel strongly that such a policy would be bed lor Innwrtlon, consumer rlghb, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of O N  

A robus7 compethke market b r  consumer electronlcr m u s t  be rooted In msnulacturers' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto features or DTV-reception equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologists 
what new products they can create Thb wlll result In produe*, that don't necersarlly rerlett what consumem Ilke me 
actually want, and h could result In me belng charged more money for lnferlor lunctlonalny 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast Ilag mandate I would actually be less Ilkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable receNem 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more lor dwlcea that llmn my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology lor dlgltal televlilon Thank you lor your t h e  

Slncerely. 

Chrlstopher phllllps 
POBOX11115 
Clnclnnatl, OH 45211 
USA 



October 28. 2003 

Cornmlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am W r h g  to VOICe my OppOSklon to any FCCmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon As a 
consumer and cftlzen, I he1 strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatbn. consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of Drv' 

A IObUSt, competttke market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manuhctumrs abllny to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlos to veto (eaturer a( DTV-nceptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new produfn they can create Thls wlll result In producb that don't necessarlly refled what consumers I l k  me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for lnferlorfunnlonaltty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate I would actually be less Ilkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable receivers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon Thank you for your tlme 

Sincerely 

Lawrence Halder 
6667 14th Avenue NE 
Kelzer, OR 97303 
USA 



October 12,  2003 

tommlssloner Mlchael J copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrltlng to VOICE my opposRlon M any FCCmandated adoptlon 07 "broadcast flag" technology lor dlgltal televlslon As a 
consumer and citlren, I ?eel strongly that such a pollcy w u l d  be bad tor Innomtlon. Consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of D l V  

A robust, competlth'e market for conrumer elrctronlcs musl be roaed In manuhcturen' abllny to Innovate lor thelr 
Customers Allowlng movle studlor M veto feature. of DN-reception equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technaloglsts 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In product9 that don't necersarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
anually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Interior functlonalky 

H the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely M make an Investment In DTV-capable receivers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmn my rlghts at the behest of Hollwood Please do not mandate 
broadcast (lag technology lor dlgltal tdevlslon Thank you for your time 

Slncerely 

MIchaeI Jones 
14922 W 147th St 
Olathe, KS 66062 
USA 
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October 12,2003 

Conirnwsloner Michael J Copps 
Federal Communicatiotu CommisdDn 

Washington, D C 20554 

Dear M~chael Copps, 

I mi wring to voice niy oppoiition to any FCC-mandated ndnption of '"broadcast 
and citizen, 1 feel strongly that such a p&y would be bad for innovation. c o m e r  +b. and tha ultimate adoption of D N  

.4 robust. competitive mnrket fw conammar electronico mum ba rooted m manufactuen' nbility to innovate for their customers aUo-g 
!novie etudios to veto feature0 of DTV-recaptiom equipment wlll enable the mdios to tell technolo@s whnt new prnductl they can 
create ??!IB will rcuult in productl that h? n e c e s i d y  react w h t  c o m m  like me actunlly want, and it could result in me being 
charged more money fw  inferior i i m c t i o d y  

If &e FCC muen a broadcart Bag mnndate, 1 wnuld actually be less Uely to make M mvealment in DW-capable receivers and other 
equipment I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Plem do not mmdate broadcast flag 
technology for &td telewion T h d  you for your m e  

Sincerely, 

Jason HU 
705 S 4th St 
Philadelphia, PA 19147 
USA 

445 IPthStree&NW 

tcchnalo@y for +tal television As B comumer 
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October 12. 2003 

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
4 4 5  12th Street, NW 
Washington. D C 2 0 5 5 4  

Dear Michael Copps 

I am writing to voice my opposition to anv FCC-mandated adontlon of "broadcast 
~ ~~~~ ~~ 

flag" technology for digital television As a consumer~and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights. and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studlos to 
veto features of DTV-reception equlpment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create This will result in products 
t h a t  don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could 
result in me being charged more money for lnferior functionality 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time 

Sincerely, 

Peter Edstrom 
a 6 6 5  Hale Ave S 
Cottage Grove. MN 55016 
U S A  
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October 12. 2003 

Coininissioner Michael J Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street. NW 
Uashington. D C 2 0 5 5 4  

Dear Michael Copps. 

I am vrriting tu voice my OPPosition to anv FCC-mandated adootion of "broadcast ~ -~~ - ~~~~ ~ 

flag" technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights. and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust. cumpetitive market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In 
manufacturers ability to innovate for their customers Allowlng movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create This wlll result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to 
inake an  investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay 
ismre for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digltal television Thank you for your time 

Sincerely 

Laura Woodry 
6219 N Traymore Ave 
Azusa. CA 91702 
USA 
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October 26, 2003 

Commissioner Michael J .  Copps 
Federd Communxatlons Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Derr Michael Copps, 

I m mnung to voice my opposihon to my FCC-mmdated dophon of "broadcast flag" technology for d i g d  
telewsion. As a consumer and nhzen, I feel strongly that such a pohcyvould be bad for innovahon, consumer 
tights, and the ultimate adophon of JYW. 

A robust, compehhve m v h t  for consumer Jectromcs must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their cuscomers. Allowng mome studio3 to veto features of DTV-recephon eqmpment wl l  enable the s h d o s  to 
tell technolopts what new products they can create. " h s  4 result m products that don't necessanly reflect 
what consumers like me actudly want, md i t  could result m me bang charged more money for infenor 
funchonality. 

I f  the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to mpke an Investment m DTV-capnble 
Leceivers m d  other equlpmcnt. I wll not pay more for devlces that Lrmt my nghts at the behest of Hollywood. 
Plense do not mandate broadcast flag txhnology for digital televlnon. Thank you for your w e .  

Sincerely, 

Pnul Cutler 
250' Schnnder Ct 
Chaska. MN 55316 
USA 


